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Art Unit: 1653 

Proposed Claims: 

The claims have been amended as follows: 

(a) Claim 12 (Twice Amended) An isolated DNA molecule comprising at least 30 
contiguous nucleotides of a sequence encoding a mammalian islet cell neogenesis associated 
protein (INGAP), wherein said protein has the sequence shown in SEQ ID NO:2 , wherein said 
DNA encodes a polypeptide which stimulates islet cell neogenesis . 

(b) Claim 17 (Twice Amended) An antisense construct of a mammalian islet cell 
neogenesis associated protein (INGAP) gene comprising: 

a promoter, a terminator, and a nucleotide sequence which encodes all or a portion of a 
protein as shown in SEQ ID NO:2, said nucleotide sequence being between said promoter and 
said terminator, said nucleotide sequence being inverted with respect to said promoter, whereby 
upon expression from said promoter an mRNA complementary to native mammalian INGAP 
mRNA is produce d, wherein the complementary mRNA prevents translation of the native 
mammalian INGAP mRNA . 

(c Claim 24 (Amended) The DNA molecule of claim 12 which encodes a portion of 
INGAP . wherein said DNA encodes a polypeptide which stimulates islet cell neogenesis . 



